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Abstract:
The perturbative α′ corrections to Type-IIA String Theory compactified on a Calabi-Yau
three-fold allow the construction of regular three-charge supersymmetric black holes in four
dimensions, whose entropy scales with the charges as S ∼ (p1p2p3) 23 . We construct an
M-theory uplift of these “quantum” black holes and show that they can be interpreted as
arising from three stacks of M2 branes on a conical singularity. This in turns allow us relate
them via a series of dualities to a system of D3 branes carrying momentum and thus to
give a microscopic interpretation of their entropy.
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1 Introduction
String theory has proven to be extremely successful in reproducing the entropy of super-
symmetric black holes, such as the three-charge black hole in five dimensions [1] and the
four-charge black hole in four dimensions [2–4]. The entropies of these black holes scale like
the square root of the product of their charges (or some some duality-invariant form thereof
[5]), and in the microscopic counting this square root comes from using Cardy’s formula to
count the states of a certain 1+1 dimensional system of strings and branes.
However, in certain four-dimensional compactifications of string theory one can con-
struct three-charge black holes whose entropy scales with these charges like S ∼ (p1p2p3) 23
[6]. The curvature at the horizon of these black holes is small, precisely as one would
expect from the fact that their entropy grows like the square of the charge. These black
holes cannot be constructed in “normal” four-dimensional supergravity, where the horizon
curvature of three-charge black hole is Planckian, but exist if one adds to the supergravity
Lagrangian certain terms coming from perturbative String-Theory α′ corrections at tree
level in gS . Since these black holes do not have a regular limit when these correction terms
are removed 1 they are called “quantum black holes.”
1Unlike other black hole solutions constructed in these α′-corrected theories[7–10]
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The purpose of this letter is to try to understand the microscopic entropy of the type
IIA quantum black holes constructed in [6]. The first step in this direction is to uplift
these black hole solutions to eleven dimensions and to propose an M-theory interpretation
in terms of three mutually-orthogonal intersecting stacks of M2-branes at the tip of a four-
dimensional Gibbons-Hawking-like base. Since the α′ corrections to Type-IIA Calabi-Yau
compactifications come from higher-derivative terms in String Theory [11, 12], the uplifted
black hole will be a solution of the equations of motion of eleven-dimensional supergravity
modified by the addition of certain higher-derivative terms.
The second step is to argue that if the Calabi-Yau manifold can be written as a (possibly
singular) elliptic fibration, the branes that make the eleven-dimensional solution can be
dualized to a configuration of two intersecting mutually-supersymmetric D3 branes carrying
momentum along their common direction. By counting the possible way of carrying this
momentum and by remembering that these D3 branes sit on top of a conical singularity that
effectively enhances the central charge of the 1+1 dimensional theory on their worldvolume,
we are able to reproduce the peculiar charge dependence, S ∼ (p1p2p3) 23 , of the entropy of
the quantum black holes.
In section 2 we introduce the effective theory corresponding to Type-IIA String Theory
compactified on a Calabi-Yau manifold as well as the corresponding Type-IIA quantum
black hole solutions. In section 3 we argue that the M-theory uplift of quantum black holes
can be interpreted as arising from three stake of intersecting M2 branes and in section 4 we
use this to propose a microscopic description of their entropy. Section 5 contains conclusions
and future directions. In the appendices (A) and (B) we review the construction of Type-
IIA quantum black holes as well as the H-FGK formalism [13–21] and the structure of
N = 2 four-dimensional ungauged supergravity coupled to vector multiplets that were used
in their construction.
2 Type-IIA Quantum Black Holes
Quantum black holes [6] are solutions of the effective theory corresponding to Type-IIA
String Theory compactified on a Calabi-Yau manifold in the presence of perturbative cor-
rections to the Special Kähler geometry of the vector multiplet sector. Despite having only
three charges, these four-dimensional supersymmetric black holes have a macroscopically
large horizon area. It is not hard to see either from this or from their explicit construction
that these black holes do not have a macroscopic horizon in the “classical” limit, when the
perturbative corrections are turned off, which justifies calling them “quantum black holes”.
2.1 Type-IIA String Theory on a Calabi-Yau manifold
Type-IIA String Theory compactified to four-dimensions on a Calabi-Yau three-fold,
with Hodge numbers (h1,1, h2,1), is described, up to two derivatives, by a N = 2 four-
dimensional supergravity coupled to vector- and hyper-multiplets. As explained in appendix
(A), we are going to truncate the hyperscalars to a constant value, and therefore we will
only be concerned about the vector-multiplet sector of the theory. The corresponding
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prepotential can be written as an infinite series around =mzi → ∞2, and it is given by
[22–25]
F = − 1
3!
κ0ijkz
izjzk +
ic
2
+
i
(2pi)3
∑
{di}
n{di}Li3
(
e2piidiz
i
)
, (2.1)
where zi, i = 1, ..., nv = h1,1, are the scalars in the vector multiplets, κ0ijk are the classical
intersection numbers, di ∈ Z+ is a h1,1-dimensional summation index and Li3(x) is the
third polylogarithmic function. The constant c is proportional to the Euler characteristic
of the Calabi-Yau three-fold, χ multiplied by the Riemann zeta function: c ≡ χζ(3)
(2pi)3
.
The first two terms in the prepotential correspond to tree level and fourth-loop pertur-
bative (which is the only non-vanishing one) contributions in the α′-expansion, respectively
[25]
FP = − 1
3!
κ0ijkz
izjzk +
ic
2
, (2.2)
while the third term comes from non-perturbative corrections produced by world-sheet
instantons. In this paper we will focus on large-volume compactifications where these
corrections can be safely ignored, and hence focus on the quantum black holes obtained
from the prepotential (2.2). The most general quantum black hole solutions, that are
governed by the prepotential (2.1) have been constructed in [21].
Our starting point is the prepotential (2.2), which in homogeneous coordinates XΛ, Λ =
(0, i), can be written as
F (X ) = − 1
3!
κ0ijk
X iX jX k
X 0 +
ic
2
(X 0)2 . (2.3)
The scalars zi are given by
zi =
X i
X 0 . (2.4)
Adding the constant term c to the prepotential modifies the geometry of the scalar manifold,
which is no longer homogeneous, and therefore it is said that the geometry has been corrected
by quantum effects. The scalar geometry defined by (2.3) is hence the so-called quantum
corrected d-SK geometry [26, 27]. The attractor points of (2.3) have been extensively studied
in [28].
The Type-IIA quantum black holes belong to a particular class of purely magnetic
black hole solutions of the theory defined by (2.3). We review them in appendix (2) and
refer the reader to [6, 21] for more details.
2.2 The quantum-corrected STUmodel
Type-IIA quantum black holes exist in any Type-IIA Calabi-Yau compactification with
h1,1 > h2,1. To make contact to a description of these black holes in terms of intersecting
2Actually, the prepotential obtained in a Type-IIA Calabi-Yau compactification is symplectically equiv-
alent to the prepotential (2.1).
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branes we have to choose a particular model and the best candidate is the popular STU
model, whose black hole solutions and attractors have been extensively studied. Since the
hypermultiplets are truncated, the specific value of h2,1 is irrelevant as long as it is smaller
than h1,1. The values of h1,1 and κ0ijk are
h1,1 = 1 , κ0123 = 1 (2.5)
and therefore the prepotential (2.3) becomes
F (X ) = X
1X 2X 3
X 0 +
ic
2
(X 0)2 . (2.6)
The “normal” four- and five-dimensional black holes and attractors of this quantum-
corrected STU model been previously considered in [7–10, 19, 28], but here we focus on the
black holes that do not have a classical (c→ 0) limit. The solution corresponding to these
black holes (discussed in detail in Appendix B) has
e−2U = 3c
1
3
∣∣H1H2H3∣∣2/3 , (2.7)
zi = ic
1
3
H i
(H1H2H3)1/3
. (2.8)
The space-time metric is therefore
ds24 = −3−1c−
1
3
∣∣H1H2H3∣∣−2/3 dt2 + 3c 13 ∣∣H1H2H3∣∣2/3 d~y2 , (2.9)
where d~y2 =
(
dy1
)2
+
(
dy2
)2
+
(
dy3
)2 is the Euclidean metric on R3. Since in the H-FGK
formalism the H-variables correspond to the imaginary part of the covariantly holomorphic
symplectic section appropriately weighted to be Kähler neutral, supersymmetry require
them to be harmonic functions on the transverse space R3. A single-center black hole has
then
H i = ai +
pi√
2
1
r
, i = 1, 2, 3 , (2.10)
where r2 =
(
y1
)2
+
(
y2
)2
+
(
y3
)2, the pi are the three charges of the black hole (A.12) and
the ai are arbitrary constants that can be written in terms of the asymptotic value of the
scalars at spatial infinity zi∞ as
ai = −spi
Im zi∞√
3c
, (2.11)
where spi is the sign of the charge pi. The entropy of this black hole is
S =
3c
1
3
2
pi
∣∣p1p2p3∣∣2/3 (2.12)
and its mass is the sum of the three charges:
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M =
√
3c
2
(
a2a3p
1 + a1a3p
2 + a1a2p
3
)
. (2.13)
It is easy to see that each term that contributes to the mass is positive definite since
Sign ai = Sign pi and a1a2a3 > 0. In the next section we will try to describe this three-
charge four-dimensional black hole in terms of intersecting branes in M-theory.
3 The M-theory configuration
In order to see whether Type-IIA quantum black holes have an interpretation via intersect-
ing branes it is desirable to have the precise ten-dimensional configuration corresponding
to the four-dimensional solution. For tree-level Type-IIA Calabi-Yau compactifications the
map between the ten-dimensional and the four-dimensional fields is known [29–32], but since
we are considering four-dimensional solutions to the prepotential that includes perturbative
corrections in α′ at tree level in gS , and since these correction come from an R4-like term in
ten dimensions, no explicit map is known. However, as we will show below, we will still be
able to control the behavior of the dilaton and the Calabi-Yau volume, which will allow us
to obtain the higher-dimensional configuration corresponding to Type-IIA quantum black
holes.
3.1 The String Theory dilaton
As explained in appendix (A), for black hole solutions of ungauged four-dimensional su-
pergravity, the hyperscalars are truncated to a constant value. In principle, the dilaton
belongs to the universal hypermultiplet, and therefore one may naively conclude that it
should be constant for every black hole solution. However, in the process of obtaining the
effective N = 2 four-dimensional supergravity in its standard form (A.1), several rescal-
ings and redefinitons are performed on the original ten-dimensional fields. In addition,
since we are considering all the perturbative corrections to the Special Kähler sector, the
corresponding N = 2 ungauged supergravity action is not the effective compactification
theory of Type-IIA String Theory at tree level, so we should expect more intrincate redef-
initions. Our purpose is to show now that Type-IIA quantum black holes have a constant
ten-dimensional dilaton and a constant Calabi-Yau manifold volume, and we will do this in
two steps:
Tree level: At tree level, the Type-IIA dilaton φ is related to the four-dimensional dilaton
q as follows [33, 34]
e−q = e−φ
√
Vol6 , (3.1)
where
Vol6 =
1
6
∫
J ∧ J ∧ J , (3.2)
– 5 –
is the volume of the Calabi-Yau manifold, J being the corresponding Kähler form. The
Kähler potential of the N = 2 Special Kähler manifold is related to the volume of the
compactification Calabi-Yau manifold by [33, 34]
e−K =
e
3φ
2
6
∫
J ∧ J ∧ J = e 3φ2 Vol6 . (3.3)
Since for Type-IIA quantum black holes both e−K and q are constants, this implies that
both
e−φ
√
Vol6 = const. and e
3φ
2 Vol6 = const. (3.4)
and hence at tree level both the dilaton φ and the Calabi-Yau volume are constant.
Perturbative corrections: It is also easy to see that this tree level result is not changed
when including perturbative corrections. Indeed, [11, 12] have shown that the loop correc-
tions in ten dimensions that give rise to the perturbative corrections of the prepotential from
the four-dimensional point of view, only mix the dilaton and the volume among themselves.
Therefore, since they were constant at the tree level, they continue to be constant after
the loop corrections have been taken into account. We thus conclude that for Type-IIA
quantum black holes the dilaton and the volume of the Calabi-Yau manifold are constant.
3.2 M2-branes
In order to argue that the M-theory uplift of quantum black holes can be interpreted as
coming from a superposition of M2 branes on a conical singularity it is useful to recall the
usual supersymmetric solution corresponding to three stacks of M2 branes on a six-torus
[35, 36]
ds2 = (H1H2H3)
1
3
[
− (H1H2H3)−1 dt2 +H−11
(
dx21 + dx
2
2
)
+H−13
(
dx23 + dx
2
4
)
+H−12
(
dx25 + dx
2
6
)
+ gmndy
mdyn
]
, (3.5)
where m,n = 1, . . . , 4 and the M2-branes are respectively located along the
{
x1, x2
}
,{
x3, x4
}
and
{
x5, x6
}
directions. Supersymmetry requires the transverse metric, gmn, to be
Hyper-Kähler and the M2 warp factors to be harmonic in this metric: ∆yHi(y) = 0 , i =
1, 2, 3. To compare with the uplifted quantum black holes we will focus on solutions where
the Hyper-Kähler space is a Gibbons-Hawking (Taub-NUT) space:
ds2GH = V (y)
−1 (dΨ +Ai(y)dyi)2 + V (y)δijdyidyj , i = 1, 2, 3 , (3.6)
where
∗ dA(y) = dV (y) ⇒ ∆y V (y) = 0 . (3.7)
The eleven-dimensional metric is therefore given by
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ds2 = (H1H2H3)
1
3
[
− (H1H2H3)−1 dt2 +H−11
(
dx21 + dx
2
2
)
+H−13
(
dx23 + dx
2
4
)
+H−12
(
dx25 + dx
2
6
)
+ ds2GH
]
, (3.8)
where now the Hi are harmonic in R3.
3.3 M2-branes beyond classical supergravity
In order to interpret Type-IIA quantum black-holes as composed of three stacks of or-
thogonally intersecting M2-branes, one should uplift their solution to M-theory. Since the
four-dimensional theory where these black holes are constructed includes all the perturba-
tive corrections in α′, at tree level in gS , the uplifted black holes should be solutions of
the standard eleven-dimensional supergravity to which one has added the higher-derivative
terms that give rise to the 4D perturbative α′-corrections.
There are two features of the quantum black hole metric (2.9) that will guide us to
obtain this solution. The first is that the volume of the six-dimensional torus/Calabi-
Yau manifold is constant to all levels in the corrections and hence, rescaling the time to
t→
√
3c
1
3 t , the eleven-dimensional solution can be put into an M2-brane form:
ds2 = (H1H2H3)
1
3
[
−
(
3c
1
3H1H2H3
)−1
dt2 +H−11
(
dx21 + dx
2
2
)
+H−13
(
dx23 + dx
2
4
)
+H−12
(
dx25 + dx
2
6
)
+ ds˜2
]
(3.9)
The four-dimensional base metric ds˜2 is no longer Gibbons-Hawking but becomes:
ds˜2 = 3−1c−
1
3
(
H1H2H3
)− 1
3 dΨ2 + 3c
1
3
(
H1H2H3
) 1
3 δijdy
idyj , i = 1, 2, 3 . (3.10)
This metric is not Ricci flat and it does not even have constant curvature. This is to
be expected, since the solution (3.9) solves the equations of motion of eleven-dimensional
supergravity modified by appropriate higher curvature terms, which modify in turn the
Gibbons-Hawking character of the base. Indeed, if one tries to compare this metric to a
Gibbons-Hawking one, one finds that on one hand the gauge field Ai(y), corresponding to
D6 brane charge in ten dimensions, is zero, but that on the other hand the corresponding
warp factor is not constant by rather has the form:
V (y) = 3c
1
3
(
H1H2H3
) 1
3 , (3.11)
which has the same behavior at infinity and near the black hole as the warp factor of a
Taub-NUT space with a nontrivial charge:
lim
r→0
V (y) ∼ 1
r
, (3.12)
where r =
√
(y1)2 + (y2)2 + (y3)2. Furthermore, when the three warp factors become equal
the function V becomes harmonic throughout the space
– 7 –
∆y V (y) = 0 , (3.13)
despite the absence of a Gibbons-Hawking (D6) charge.
It important to notice that in the M-theory uplift the term ds2ΨΨ is constant, which is con-
sistent with the ten-dimensional dilaton of the quantum black hole solution being constant.
This is an nontrivial check that the eleven-dimensional brane configuration we propose gives
the fundamental constituents of Type-IIA quantum black holes.
4 The microscopic entropy
Having obtained an eleven-dimensional metric that resembles that of three stacks of coin-
cident M2 branes, we can easily compactify it along one of the torus directions to obtain a
D2-D2-F1 metric, which upon a further T-duality along the F1 direction becomes a D3-D3-
P metric, where the momentum P runs along the direction common to the two D3 branes.
This duality chain transforms the quantum eleven-dimensional black hole into a type IIB
D3-D3-P black hole, whose microscopic entropy can be reproduced straightforwardly by
Strominger-Vafa-type arguments. Indeed, if the numbers of the two types of D3 branes are
N1 and N2 and if NP units of momentum are running along the common directions of these
branes, the most efficient way to carry this momentum when N1 and N2 are co-prime is
to use the strings stretched between the two stacks of D3 branes. These “bi-fundamental”
strings have a mass gap equal to 1N1N2R , where R is the radius of the common direction
of the branes, and hence the entropy of the system comes from partitioning the NP units
of momentum between modes that carry integer multiples of 1N1N2 , or otherwise from the
number of integer partitions of N1N2NP . By taking into account the fact that there are
four bosonic species of bi-fundamentals as well as their fermionic partners, this gives the
entropy 2pi
√
N1N2NP .
The argument above reproduces the entropy of a D3-D3-P black hole in five dimensions,
which is sourced by a stack of branes in R4. One can write this R4 as a Gibbons-Hawking
space with V = 1/r and a nontrivial fiber satisfying dA = ?dV . If we focus instead on a
stack of D3-D3-P branes in a Taub-NUT space with Kaluza-Klein monopole charge N , the
corresponding warp factor is V = 1 + Nr and we obtain a regular four-dimensional black
hole with entropy 2pi
√
N1N2NPN [2, 3].
We would like to use a similar argument to explain microscopically the entropy of
our quantum black holes. However, at first glance there are two problems with this: The
first is that our base, (3.11), is no longer Gibbons-Hawking but has A = 0 and V =
3c
1
3 (H1H2H3)1/3. Nevertheless, near the branes the warp factor behaves like that of a
Gibbons-Hawking space. Hence, even if the branes do not sit on top of an AN singularity,
they sit on some other conical singularity whose effect on the central charge of the D3-D3
CFT one can calculate.
The second problem is that a generic eleven-dimensional uplift of a quantum black hole
will not be a six-torus but a more complicated CY manifold. The key ingredient needed
to relate the quantum black holes to the D3-D3-P system is the presence of two U(1)
– 8 –
isometries, one of which is used for reducing to a ten-dimensional Type IIA black hole, and
the other for T-dualizing 3. This can be easily done for any CY manifold that has a T 2
fiber. Nevertheless, in order for our construction of quantum black holes to yield regular
solution, this elliptic fibration must be singular: CY manifolds with regular fibration have
zero Euler characteristic and hence c vanishes which makes the black hole horizon singular.
This singularity can be cured by including non-perturbative α′ effects, again at tree-level
in gS [21], but the resulting solutions involve the Lambert W function and are much harder
to manage.
The way out is to focus on singular elliptic fibrations, which give CY manifolds with
nonzero Euler number. The places where the fibration degenerates become seven-branes
upon dualization to the type IIB duality frame. The presence of these seven-branes does
not affect the entropy counting, because this entropy comes from D3-D3 strings carrying
momentum, which do not see the seven-branes.
There are two ways to take into account the effect of the conical singularity on the
entropy. The first is to compare this singularity with a Gibbons-Hawking solution, and
determine its effective Gibbons-Hawking charge. The second is to focus on the near-horizon
geometry of the black hole and to compute the corresponding Brown-Henneaux central
charge [37], which determines how the central charge of the D3-D3 CFT increases when the
D3 branes are placed on top of the conical singularity. As we will explain below, the two
calculations are equivalent, but since the first is more intuitive we will present it here.
Near the tip of a Gibbons-Hawking metric
ds2GH = V (y)
−1 (dΨ +Ai(y)dyi)2 + V (y)(dr2 + dΩ2(2)) , i = 1, 2, 3 , (4.1)
with
V = 1 +
N
r
(4.2)
the metric becomes that of R4/ZN
ds2GH ∼ dρ2 + ρ2dΩ˜2(3) , (4.3)
with ρ = 2
√
r and dΩ˜2(3) the standard metric on S
3/ZN . When the D3-D3 system is placed
at the tip of this space its central charge increases by a factor of N . This is a well-known
phenomenon for the D1-D5-P black hole in Taub-NUT [38], and our system is just its T-
dual. Now, given a conical metric of the type (4.3), there is a way to extract directly this
factor:
N =
VS3
VS3/ZN
, (4.4)
where VS3 is the volume of the three-sphere S3 and VS3/ZN is the volume of the S
3/ZN ,
at the same radius. In the Brown-Henneaux formalism this ratio of the volumes also gives
3If these two isometries are not present our microscopic description does not work, but neither does the
microscopic description of “normal” M2-M2-M2 black holes.
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the decrease of the effective three-dimensional Newton’s constant, and hence the increase
of the central charge of the corresponding CFT.
For the quantum black hole metric we discussed in section 3.3, the base metric
ds˜2 = V (r)−1dΨ2 +V (r)
(
dr2 + r2dΩ2(2)
)
, V (y) = 3c
1
3
(
H1H2H3
) 1
3 , i = 1, 2, 3 (4.5)
has a conical singularity in the near-tip region:
ds˜2 ∼
√
2r
3 (cp1p2p3)1/3
dΨ2 +
3
(
cp1p2p3
)1/3
√
2r
(
dr2 + r2dΩ2(2)
)
. (4.6)
Upon defining (with hindsight)
NE ≡
√
3
(√
c p1p2p3
)1/3
√
2
, (4.7)
and changing coordinates to (ρ = 2
√
NEr), the metric near the conical singularity becomes
ds˜2 ∼ dρ2 + ρ2
(
dΨ2
4N2E
+
dΩ2(2)
4
)
≡ dρ2 + ρ2dΩtransverse . (4.8)
Hence, the singularity will increase the central charge of the D3-D3-P CFT by a factor
given by the ratio of the volume of S3 and the volume of the transverse space, which is
nothing but NE .
VS3
VΩtransverse
=
2pi2
2pi
2NE
4pi
2
= NE . (4.9)
Hence, the microscopic entropy of the quantum black holes will be given by
S = 2pi
√
N1N2NPNE , (4.10)
where N1 and N2 are the numbers of D3 branes and NP is the number of momentum
quanta. Since the supergravity charges are proportional to these numbers, it is clear that
this microscopic entropy count reproduces the correct charge growth of the quantum black
hole
S =
3
2
c
1
3pi
∣∣p1p2p3∣∣2/3 , (4.11)
which is already an important confirmation that our strategy is correct. Of course, the ideal
would be to find exactly the coefficients that relate the supergravity charges to the quantized
ones, and therefore establish that the macroscopic and the microscopic entropies are iden-
tical. However, since we know neither the eleven-dimensional uplifts of the Maxwell fields
of the four-dimensional quantum black hole, nor the volume of the Calabi-Yau three-fold
and its submanifolds, we cannot determine these coefficients from first principles. However,
– 10 –
what we can do is to use the symmetry of the STU model in order to argue that in the M2-
M2-M2 duality frame the supergravity charges are related to the quantized brane numbers
via the same proportionality constant, γ:
p˜1 = γN1 , p˜
2 = γN2 , p˜
3 = γNP , (4.12)
where we have defined p˜i ≡ pi√
2
to ease the presentation. We can now ask what is the value
of γ that makes the microscopic and the macroscopic entropies agree. Upon using (4.12),
equation (4.11) becomes:
S = 2pi
√
3
3
2
4
c
1
2 p˜1p˜2p˜33
1
2 c
1
6 (p˜1p˜2p˜3)
1
3 = 2pi
√
3
3
2
4
c
1
2γ3N1N2NPNE (4.13)
and therefore the desired value of γ is:
γ ≡ 4
1
3
3
1
2
c−
1
6 . (4.14)
There is a nontrivial check that this value satisfies: The number NE , which gives the
increase of the CFT central charge is expected to be a natural number, at least for some
values of N1, N2 and NP . However, NE is defined in terms of c, and therefore contains
both a factor of ζ(3) as well as square and cubic roots:
NE =
√
3
(√
c p˜1p˜2p˜3
)1/3
. (4.15)
Hence one may naively infer that NE can never be a natural number. However, it turns
out that when expressing NE in terms of quantized charges using (4.14) both the ζ(3) and
the
√
3 drop out:
NE = (4N1N2NP )
1/3 (4.16)
and therefore NE can easily be an integer for a suitable choice of N1, N2 and NP . The
fact that the transcendental number in c drops out of this relation is a nontrivial check
of our proposed microscopic description. Indeed, in [7] it was argued that a black hole
entropy expression that contains such a transcendental number can never be reproduced
from microscopic calculations, and our microscopic proposal evades this by absorbing this
transcendental number into the central charge increase of the underlying CFT.
The puzzling aspect of equation (4.16) is that it makes the “classical” limit very hard
to see. Indeed, as we explained in section (2) if one turns off the quantum corrections
(c → 0) while keeping the supergravity charges of the black hole constant, the horizon
becomes singular. This is reflected in our construction by the fact that our black hole has
three charges and, when c → 0, the warping of the base space becomes trivial and the
corresponding entropy becomes that of the three-charge system in four dimensions, which
does not give rise to a macroscopic horizon.
However, one can also ask what happens if one takes the c → 0 limit while keeping
the quantized black hole charges, N1, N2 and NP constant. This does not affect NE , so it
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looks like in this limit the black hole entropy remains macroscopic. This is consistent with
the fact that in this limit the four-dimensional supergravity charges blow up (4.14), but the
factors of c cancel from the expression of the near-horizon limit of the metric (2.9), which
remains a regular AdS2 × S2. On the other hand, the expressions of the four-dimensional
moduli diverge, and therefore it appears that in this limit the dictionary between ten- and
four-dimensional solutions breaks down. It would clearly be interesting to try to derive
equation (4.14) from first principles to see precisely how this breakdown occurs.
5 Conclusions
We have constructed an eleven-dimensional metric (3.9) that upon dimensional reduction
gives the Type-IIA quantum black hole of the STU quantum-corrected model. Because the
four-dimensional metric has constant dilaton and CY volume, this eleven-dimensional uplift
can be interpretation as arising from three stacks of orthogonal M2 branes that sit at the
apex of a cone in a four-dimensional transverse space. Because of the presence of correction
terms in the Lagrangian, this space is not Gibbons-Hawking, although it has exactly the
same kind of warping as a Gibbons-Hawking space. The strength of the conical singularity
is proportional to the cubic root of the product of the three M2 charges
When the dix-dimensional internal space of the compactification has a T 2 fiber we can
dualize this solution to an asymptotically four-dimensional three-charge D3-D3-P solution
in type IIB string theory. In flat space the microscopic entropy of this system is not enough
to give rise to a regular horizon, but we have shown that the conical singularity enhances
the central charge of this system, and the resulting microscopic entropy reproduces the
entropy of the of the quantum black hole: S = 3c
1
3
2 pi
∣∣p1p2p3∣∣2/3 up to an overall coefficient
which we could not determine. We have however been able to show that if this coefficient
is such that the entropies match, a certain dependence of the entropy on transcendental
numbers drops out, which we believe is a nontrivial check of our proposal.
Since we are working in a supergravity theory in the presence of quantum corrections to
the geometry of the scalar manifold, our proposed microscopic description is not at the same
level of rigor as the usual three- and four-charge black hole entropy counting. However, the
fact that we have found a brane interpretation that reproduces the highly-unusual charge
dependence of the entropy of quantum black holes makes us confident that we have identified
the correct microscopic framework for understanding the entropy of all Type-IIA quantum
black holes, which remains as an important open problem in String Theory.
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A N = 2 four-dimensional supergravity and the H-FGK formalism
Type-IIA quantum black holes are black hole solutions of Type-IIA String Theory com-
pactified down to four dimensions on a Calabi-Yau three-fold, which is described, up to
two derivatives, by a N = 2 four-dimensional ungauged supergravity. Therefore, it is con-
venient to review the basic formulation of the theory and its vector multiplet sector, since
the hypermultiplets and the fermions can be always truncated for black hole solutions. The
bosonic sector of any N = 2 four-dimensional supergravity coupled to vector multiplets can
be written as follows [39, 40]
S =
∫
d4x
√
|g|
{
R+ Gij¯(z, z¯)∂µzi∂µz¯j¯ + 2IΛΣ(z, z¯)FΛµνFΣµν − 2RΛΣ(z, z¯)FΛµν ? FΣµν
}
(A.1)
The zi (i = 1, ...nv) denote the nv complex scalar fields of the vector multiplets, which
parametrize an nv-dimensional Special Kähler manifold with Kähler metric Gij¯(z, z¯). FΛ =
dAΛ denote the field strengths of the Λ = 0, ..., nv one-form connections Ai that belong
to the vector multiplets, plus the graviphoton A0. The real matrices IΛΣ ≡ ImNΛΣ(z, z¯),
RΛΣ ≡ ReNΛΣ(z, z¯) denote respectively the imaginary, negative definite, and real parts
of the symplectic complex period matrix N . Hence, the period matrix determines the
couplings of the one-form connections AΛ to the scalars zi of the vector multiplets. The
equations of motion following from the action (A.1) are given by
Gµν + 2Gij¯ [∂µzi∂ν z¯j¯ − 12gµν∂ρzi∂ρz¯j¯ ] + 8ImNΛΣFΛ +µρFΣ−νρ = 0 , (A.2)
∇µ(Gij¯∂µz¯j¯)−
1
2
∂iGjk¯∂ρzj∂ρz¯k¯ +
1
2
∂i[GΛ
µν ∗ FΛµν ] = 0 , (A.3)
∇ν ∗GΛνµ = 0 , (A.4)
where we have defined
GΛ ≡ − 1
4
√−g
δS
δ ∗ FΛ = ReNΛΣF
Σ + ImNΛΣ ∗ FΣ . (A.5)
The Maxwell equations for the field strengths FΛ together with the corresponding Bianchi
identities can be written in terms of differential forms as follows
dGΛ = 0 , dF
Λ = 0 . (A.6)
Notice that, since GΛ is a closed two-form, it can be written locally as the exterior derivative
of a one-form AΛ
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GΛ = dAΛ . (A.7)
where AΛ is the so-called magnetic dual of AΛ and both sets of connection one-forms can
be arranged into a symplectic vector AM =
(
AΛ, AΛ
)T . Supersymmetry constrains the
couplings of all the fields of the theory in a very precise way which, for the vector-multiplet
sector, is elegantly encoded in the language of Special Kähler Geometry [39, 41]. In fact, the
bosonic Lagrangian of N = 2 four-dimensional supergravity coupled to vector multiplets is
determined by choosing a holomorphic section Ω ∈ Γ (SV) or, equivalently (when it happens
to exist), a homogeneous function F (X ) of degree two, the N = 2 prepotential, from which
Gij¯ and NΛΣ can be easily obtained as
Gij¯ = −∂i∂j¯ log
{
i
[X¯Λ∂ΛF − XΛ∂ΛF¯]} , (A.8)
NΛΣ = ∂ΛΣF¯ + 2i Im(∂ΛΛ
′F)XΛ′Im(∂ΣΣ′F)XΣ′
XΩIm(∂ΩΩ′F)XΩ′ . (A.9)
Here XΛ denote the homogeneous coordinates on the scalar manifold, related to the scalar
fields zi via
zi ≡ X
i
X 0 , (A.10)
Therefore, choosing a second-degree homogeneous function F (X ) automatically determines
an N = 2, four-dimensional, ungauged supergravity theory coupled to vector multiplets,
which has the appropriate matter content for constructing black hole solutions. The most
general static and spherically symmetric metric that solves the equations of motion (A.1)
is given by [42–44]
ds24 = −e2U(τ)dt2 + e−2U(τ)γmndxmdxn ,
γmndx
mdxn =
r20
sinh2 r0τ
[
r20
sinh2 r0τ
dτ2 + dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2
]
,
(A.11)
where τ is the radial coordinate. When (A.11) describes a physical black hole solution, r0 is
the non-extremality parameter, the exterior of the event horizon corresponds to τ ∈ (−∞, 0);
the event horizon is at τ = −∞ and spatial infinity corresponds to τ → 0−. The inner
part of the Cauchy horizon corresponds to τ ∈ (τs,∞), with the inner horizon at τ → ∞
and the singularity at τ = τs for a certain positive and finite real number τs [16]. Since
the metric is spherically symmetric, we will assume that all the fields of the theory depend
exclusively on the radial coordinate τ . We define the black hole charges as
pΛ =
∫
S2∞
i∗FΛ , qΛ =
∫
S2∞
i∗GΛ , (A.12)
where S2∞ denotes an space-like two-sphere at spatial infinity τ → 0, pΛ correspond to the
magentic charges and qΛ correspond to the electric charges of the black hole, which can be
together arranged into a symplectic vector QM ≡ (pΛ, qΛ)T . In the background given by
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(A.11) Maxwell’s equations can be integrated explicitly, in such a way that the complete
electric connection one-form AΛ is given in terms of the time component AΛt of the electric
connection one-form and the time component of the magnetic connection one-form AΛ t.
Indeed, let ΣM ≡ (AΛt , AΛ t)T be a symplectic vector made from the time components of
the electric AΛ and magnetic AΛ connection one-forms. Then, it can be shown that
ΣM =
1
2
∫
e2UMMNQNdτ , (A.13)
whereMMN is a symplectic and symmetric matrix constructed from the couplings of the
scalars and the vector fields as
MMN (N ) ≡

(
I +RI−1R
)
ΛΣ
− (RI−1)
Λ
Σ
− (I−1R)Λ Σ (I−1)ΛΣ
 . (A.14)
We choose to express all Maxwell field strengths in terms of the time components of the
electric and the magnetic connection one-forms. For the electric field strengths this gives:
FΛtτ = −∂τAΛt , FΛθφ = sin θ e−2U
((
I−1
)ΛΣ dAΣ t
dτ
− (I−1R)Λ ΣdAΣt
dτ
)
, (A.15)
and the expression for the magnetic field strengths GΛ can be similarly obtained from
equation (A.15) using equation (A.5). Since the connection one-forms can be explicitly
integrated, they can be eliminated from the action. The four-dimensional N = 2 ungauged
supergravity action coupled to vector multiplets can then be shown to be completely equiv-
alent, assuming the space-time background given (A.11) and radial dependence for all the
fields, to the one-dimensional effective FGK action [43] for the 2nv complex fields zi(τ) and
the real field U(τ)
SFGK [U, z] =
∫
dτ
{
U˙2 + Gij¯ z˙i ˙¯zj¯ − e2UVbh(z, z¯,Q)
}
, (A.16)
together with the Hamiltonian constraint,
U˙2 + Gij¯ z˙i ˙¯zj¯ + e2UVbh(z, z¯,Q) = r20 . (A.17)
Here Vbh is the so-called black hole potential, which is given by [43]
Vbh(z, z¯,Q) ≡ 1
2
MMN (N )QMQN . (A.18)
We are now ready to introduce the H-FGK formalism. The H-FGK formalism [14, 16, 17,
20, 44] consists of a particular change of variables from the (2nv + 1)-real
(
U, zi
)
to a new
set of (2nv+2)-real variables HM (τ) which transform as a symplectic, linear, representation
the U-duality group of the theory, and become harmonic functions in Euclidean R3 in the
supersymmetric solution. The equations of motion in the new variables HM (τ) can be
written as
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12
∂PMN logW
[
H˙MH˙N − 1
2
QMQN
]
+ ∂PM logW H¨
M − d
dτ
(
∂Λ
∂H˙P
)
+
∂Λ
∂HP
= 0(A.19)
together with the Hamiltonian constraint
− 1
2
∂MN logW
(
H˙MH˙N − 1
2
QMQN
)
+
(
H˙MHM
W
)2
−
(QMHM
W
)2
− r20 = 0(A.20)
where
Λ ≡
(
H˙MHM
W
)2
+
(QMHM
W
)2
, (A.21)
and
e−2U =W(H) ≡ H˜M (H)HM , H˜M + iHM = V
M
X
, (A.22)
with VM being the covariantly holomorphic symplectic section that determines the vector-
multiplet sector of N = 2 supergravity, and X a complex variable with the same Käh-
ler weight as VM , making the quotient VM/X Kähler invariant. The symplectic vector
H˜M (I) ≡ H˜M (H) stands for the real part of VM written as a function of the imaginary
part, HM ; this can always be done by solving the stabilization equations. The function
W(H) is usually known in the literature as the Hesse potential.
The effective theory is now expressed in terms of 2 (nv + 1) variables HM . The solution
depends on 2 (nv + 1) + 1 parameters, namely the 2 (nv + 1) charges QM =
(
pΛ, qΛ
)T
and the non-extremality parameter r0, from which it is always possible to reconstruct
the complete solution in terms of the four-dimensional fields of the theory. The H-FGK
formalism introduces an extra real degree of freedom. Hence the H-FGK action enjoys
an extra gauge symmetry which, by gauge fixing, allows to get rid of the extra degree of
freedom [17].
B A quantum class of black holes
In this appendix we present the solution of the equations (A.19) and (A.20) that correspond
to the quantum black holes of Type-IIA String Theory. Type-IIA quantum black holes are
based on the following truncation of the H-variables and the charges
H0 = H0 = Hi = 0 , p
0 = q0 = qi = 0 . (B.1)
Using now equation (B.1) together with equations (A.22) and (2.3) we find
e−2U =W(H) =
(3!c)1/3
2
∣∣∣κ0ijkH iHjHk∣∣∣2/3 , (B.2)
where c = χζ(3)
(2pi)3
. From equation (B.2) it follows that, in order to have a non-singular
metric, c must be positive, that is, h1,1 > h2,1 is a necessary condition in order to obtain an
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admissible solution. There are plenty of Calabi-Yau manifolds that satisfy this condition,
so we will not worry any more about it. The scalar fields, purely imaginary, are
zi = i (3!)
1
3 c
1
3
H i(
κ0ijkH
iHjHk
)1/3 , (B.3)
It is easy to see that the solution is not consistent in the classical limit c → 0, and also
that no classical limit can be assigned to it, since when c = 0 the model is already singular
before solving the equations of motion. Hence, we conclude that the corresponding solu-
tions are genuinely quantum solutions, i.e., they only exist when the perturbative quantum
corrections are incorporated into the action, and thus they are called Type-IIA quantum
black holes.
Of course, we still have to solve the H i , i = 1, · · · , nv, as functions of the radial
coordinate τ . Since in this letter we are interested only in supersymmetric solutions, we
automatically know that [45–47]
H i = ai − p
i
√
2
τ , r0 = 0 , (B.4)
that is, the H i , i = 1, · · · , nv, are given by harmonic functions on R3. For supersymmetric
solutions we have to take r0 → 0 and therefore the general metric (A.11) simplifies to
ds24 = − e2U(τ)dt2 + e−2U(τ)δmndxmdxn , (B.5)
where δ is the Euclidean metric on R3. The near horizon τ → −∞ limit of the metric (B.5)
is given by
limτ→−∞ ds24 = − 4(3!c)1/3
∣∣∣κ0ijkpipjpk∣∣∣−2/3 τ−2dt2 + (3!c)1/34 ∣∣∣κ0ijkpipjpk∣∣∣2/3 τ2δmndxmdxn .
(B.6)
The entropy of the Type-IIA quantum black holes is given by
S =
(3!c)1/3
4
pi
∣∣∣κ0ijkpipjpk∣∣∣2/3 . (B.7)
As we explained in section A, the connection one-forms AΛ can be explicitly obtained using
equation (A.13). For Type-IIA quantum black holes we obtain
R00 = 0 , I0i = Ii0 = 0 , Rij = 0 , (B.8)
which in turn implies that the following components ofMMN are zero
M0i =Mi0 = 0 , M00 =M00 =Mij =Mij = 0 , M0i =Mi0 = 0 . (B.9)
From equations (A.13) and (B.1) we obtain
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ΨM =
1
2
∫
e2UMMipidτ , (B.10)
and since
ΨM =
(
AΛ t,−AΛt
)T
, (B.11)
we conclude using (B.9) that the only non-zero components of ΨM are
Ai t =
1
2
∫
e2UMij pjdτ , A0t = −
1
2
∫
e2UM0j pjdτ . (B.12)
This implies that the connection one-forms Ai have only magnetic components, which give
rise to the magnetic charges pi of the black hole solution (A.12). Notice however that the
time component of graviphoton A0 is non-zero, although the corresponding charges are zero:
the magnetic one because i∗F is identically zero and the electric one thanks to a precise
cancellation in the corresponding formula for q0:
q0 =
∫
S2∞
i∗G0 . (B.13)
References
[1] A. Strominger and C. Vafa, Microscopic origin of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy,
Phys.Lett. B379 (1996) 99–104, [hep-th/9601029].
[2] C. V. Johnson, R. R. Khuri, and R. C. Myers, Entropy of 4-D extremal black holes,
Phys.Lett. B378 (1996) 78–86, [hep-th/9603061].
[3] J. M. Maldacena and A. Strominger, Statistical entropy of four-dimensional extremal black
holes, Phys.Rev.Lett. 77 (1996) 428–429, [hep-th/9603060].
[4] J. M. Maldacena, A. Strominger, and E. Witten, Black hole entropy in M theory, JHEP
9712 (1997) 002, [hep-th/9711053].
[5] R. Kallosh and B. Kol, E(7) symmetric area of the black hole horizon, Phys.Rev. D53 (1996)
5344–5348, [hep-th/9602014].
[6] P. Bueno, R. Davies, and C. Shahbazi, Quantum Black Holes in Type-IIA String Theory,
JHEP 1301 (2013) 089, [arXiv:1210.2817].
[7] K. Behrndt and I. Gaida, Subleading contributions from instanton corrections in N=2
supersymmetric black hole entropy, Phys.Lett. B401 (1997) 263–267, [hep-th/9702168].
[8] K. Behrndt, G. Lopes Cardoso, and I. Gaida, Quantum N=2 supersymmetric black holes in
the S-T model, Nucl.Phys. B506 (1997) 267–292, [hep-th/9704095].
[9] I. Gaida, Gauge symmetry enhancement and N=2 supersymmetric quantum black holes in
heterotic string vacua, Nucl.Phys. B514 (1998) 227–241, [hep-th/9705150].
[10] I. Gaida, N=2 supersymmetric quantum black holes in five-dimensional heterotic string
vacua, Phys.Lett. B429 (1998) 297–303, [hep-th/9802140].
[11] I. Antoniadis, S. Ferrara, R. Minasian, and K. Narain, R**4 couplings in M and type II
theories on Calabi-Yau spaces, Nucl.Phys. B507 (1997) 571–588, [hep-th/9707013].
– 18 –
[12] I. Antoniadis, R. Minasian, S. Theisen, and P. Vanhove, String loop corrections to the
universal hypermultiplet, Class.Quant.Grav. 20 (2003) 5079–5102, [hep-th/0307268].
[13] T. Mohaupt and O. Vaughan, Non-extremal Black Holes, Harmonic Functions, and Attractor
Equations, Class.Quant.Grav. 27 (2010) 235008, [arXiv:1006.3439].
[14] T. Mohaupt and O. Vaughan, The Hesse potential, the c-map and black hole solutions, JHEP
1207 (2012) 163, [arXiv:1112.2876].
[15] P. Meessen and T. Ortin, Non-Extremal Black Holes of N=2,d=5 Supergravity, Phys.Lett.
B707 (2012) 178–183, [arXiv:1107.5454].
[16] P. Galli, T. Ortin, J. Perz, and C. S. Shahbazi, Non-extremal black holes of N=2, d=4
supergravity, JHEP 1107 (2011) 041, [arXiv:1105.3311].
[17] P. Galli, P. Meessen, and T. Ortin, The Freudenthal gauge symmetry of the black holes of
N=2,d=4 supergravity, arXiv:1211.7296.
[18] P. Meessen, T. Ortin, J. Perz, and C. Shahbazi, Black holes and black strings of N=2, d=5
supergravity in the H-FGK formalism, JHEP 1209 (2012) 001, [arXiv:1204.0507].
[19] P. Galli, T. Ortin, J. Perz, and C. S. Shahbazi, Black hole solutions of N=2, d=4
supergravity with a quantum correction, in the H-FGK formalism, arXiv:1212.0303.
[20] P. Bueno, P. Galli, P. Meessen, and T. Ortin, Black holes and equivariant charge vectors in
N=2,d=4 supergravity, arXiv:1305.5488.
[21] P. Bueno and C. Shahbazi, Non-perturbative black holes in Type-IIA String Theory vs. the
No-Hair conjecture, arXiv:1304.8079.
[22] P. Candelas and X. de la Ossa, Moduli space of Calabi-Yau manifolds, Nucl.Phys. B355
(1991) 455–481.
[23] P. Candelas, X. C. De La Ossa, P. S. Green, and L. Parkes, A Pair of Calabi-Yau manifolds
as an exactly soluble superconformal theory, Nucl.Phys. B359 (1991) 21–74.
[24] P. Candelas, X. C. De la Ossa, P. S. Green, and L. Parkes, An Exactly soluble superconformal
theory from a mirror pair of Calabi-Yau manifolds, Phys.Lett. B258 (1991) 118–126.
[25] T. Mohaupt, Black hole entropy, special geometry and strings, Fortsch.Phys. 49 (2001)
3–161, [hep-th/0007195].
[26] B. de Wit and A. Van Proeyen, Special geometry, cubic polynomials and homogeneous
quaternionic spaces, Commun.Math.Phys. 149 (1992) 307–334, [hep-th/9112027].
[27] B. de Wit, F. Vanderseypen, and A. Van Proeyen, Symmetry structure of special geometries,
Nucl. Phys. B400 (1993) 463–524, [hep-th/9210068].
[28] S. Bellucci, A. Marrani, and R. Roychowdhury, On Quantum Special Kaehler Geometry,
Int.J.Mod.Phys. A25 (2010) 1891–1935, [arXiv:0910.4249].
[29] S. Ferrara and S. Sabharwal, Dimensional Reduction of Type II Superstrings,
Class.Quant.Grav. 6 (1989) L77.
[30] S. Cecotti, S. Ferrara, and L. Girardello, Geometry of Type II Superstrings and the Moduli of
Superconformal Field Theories, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A4 (1989) 2475.
[31] S. Ferrara and S. Sabharwal, Quaternionic Manifolds for Type II Superstring Vacua of
Calabi-Yau Spaces, Nucl.Phys. B332 (1990) 317.
– 19 –
[32] M. Bodner, A. Cadavid, and S. Ferrara, (2,2) vacuum configurations for type IIA
superstrings: N=2 supergravity Lagrangians and algebraic geometry, Class.Quant.Grav. 8
(1991) 789–808.
[33] S. Gurrieri, N=2 and N=4 supergravities as compactifications from string theories in 10
dimensions, hep-th/0408044.
[34] T. W. Grimm, The Effective action of type II Calabi-Yau orientifolds, Fortsch.Phys. 53
(2005) 1179–1271, [hep-th/0507153].
[35] A. A. Tseytlin, Harmonic superpositions of M-branes, Nucl.Phys. B475 (1996) 149–163,
[hep-th/9604035].
[36] J. P. Gauntlett, D. A. Kastor, and J. H. Traschen, Overlapping branes in M theory,
Nucl.Phys. B478 (1996) 544–560, [hep-th/9604179].
[37] J. D. Brown and M. Henneaux, Central Charges in the Canonical Realization of Asymptotic
Symmetries: An Example from Three-Dimensional Gravity, Commun.Math.Phys. 104 (1986)
207–226.
[38] D. Kutasov, F. Larsen, and R. G. Leigh, String theory in magnetic monopole backgrounds,
Nucl.Phys. B550 (1999) 183–213, [hep-th/9812027].
[39] B. de Wit, P. Lauwers, and A. Van Proeyen, Lagrangians of N=2 Supergravity - Matter
Systems, Nucl.Phys. B255 (1985) 569.
[40] L. Andrianopoli, M. Bertolini, A. Ceresole, R. D’Auria, S. Ferrara, et al., N=2 supergravity
and N=2 superYang-Mills theory on general scalar manifolds: Symplectic covariance,
gaugings and the momentum map, J.Geom.Phys. 23 (1997) 111–189, [hep-th/9605032].
[41] B. de Wit, P. Lauwers, R. Philippe, S. Su, and A. Van Proeyen, Gauge and Matter Fields
Coupled to N=2 Supergravity, Phys.Lett. B134 (1984) 37.
[42] C. Shahbazi, Black Holes in Supergravity with Applications to String Theory,
arXiv:1307.3064.
[43] S. Ferrara, G. W. Gibbons, and R. Kallosh, Black holes and critical points in moduli space,
Nucl.Phys. B500 (1997) 75–93, [hep-th/9702103].
[44] P. Meessen, T. Ortin, J. Perz, and C. Shahbazi, H-FGK formalism for black-hole solutions of
N=2, d=4 and d=5 supergravity, Phys.Lett. B709 (2012) 260–265, [arXiv:1112.3332].
[45] J. P. Gauntlett, J. B. Gutowski, C. M. Hull, S. Pakis, and H. S. Reall, All supersymmetric
solutions of minimal supergravity in five- dimensions, Class.Quant.Grav. 20 (2003)
4587–4634, [hep-th/0209114].
[46] P. Meessen and T. Ortin, The Supersymmetric configurations of N=2, D=4 supergravity
coupled to vector supermultiplets, Nucl.Phys. B749 (2006) 291–324, [hep-th/0603099].
[47] M. Huebscher, P. Meessen, and T. Ortin, Supersymmetric solutions of N=2 D=4 sugra: The
Whole ungauged shebang, Nucl.Phys. B759 (2006) 228–248, [hep-th/0606281].
– 20 –
